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OPINION 1075 

CONSERVATION OF STRIGLINA GUENEE, 1877 
(LEPIDOPTERA, THYRIDIDAE) 

RULING.-(1) Under the plenary powers it is hereby ruled that the generic 
name Striglina Guenee, 1877 is to be given precedence over the generic name 
Daristane Walker, 1859, by any zoologist who believes that both names denote 
the same taxon. 

(2) The generic name Striglina Guenee, 1877 (gender: feminine), 
type-species, by subsequent designation by Whalley, 1964, Striglina lineola 
Guenee, 1877, is hereby placed on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology 
with the Name Number 2041, with an endorsement that it is to be given 
precedence over the generic name Daristane Walker, 1859, by any zoologist who 
believes that both names denote the same taxon. 

(3) The generic name Daristane Walker, 1859 (gender: feminine), 
type-species, by monotypy, Daristane tibiaria Walker, 1859, is hereby placed on 
the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Number 2042, with 
an endorsement that it is not to be given priority over Striglina Guenee, 1877, by 
any zoologist who believes that both names denote the same taxon. 

(4) The specific name scitaria Walker, 1862, as published in the binomen 
Drepanodes scitaria, is hereby placed on the Official List of Specific Names in 
Zoology with the Name Number 2595. 

(5) The specific name tibiaria Walker, 1859, as published in the binomen 
Daristane tibiaria (specific name of type-species of Daristane Walker, 1859) is 
hereby placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name 
Number 2596. 


HISTORY OF THE CASE Z.N.(S.) 2025 

An application for the conservation of the generic name Striglina Guenee, 
1877, by the suppression of the generic name Daristane Walker, 1859, was first 
received from Mr. P.E.S. Whalley ( British Museum, Natural History) on 22 
November 1972. It was sent to the printer on 29 January 1973 and published on 
6 July 1973 in Bull. zoo/. Nomencl. vol. 30: 61-62. Public notice of the possible 
use of the plenary powers in this case was given in the same part of the Bulletin 
as well as to the prescribed serials (Constitution Art. 12b; Bull. vol. 31: 97) and 
to nine entomological serials. 

In 1974 Dr. Nye proposed (Bull. vol. 30: 140-141) that in this case (and 
others of the same general sort), it would be better to rule under the plenary 
powers that the junior synonym should take precedence over the senior 
synonym than to suppress the senior synonym. In 1975 (Bull. 31: 173) Mr. 
Whalley accepted this suggestion and offered the Commission a choice 
between his original proposals and a new (and completed) set of proposals 
based upon Dr. Nye’s suggestion. No other comment was received. 


Bull. zool. Nomencl. vol. 33, parts 3/4, March 1977 
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DECISION OF THE COMMISSION 

On 10 February 1976 the members of the Commission were invited to vote 
under the Three-Month Rule on Voting Paper (76) 11 for Alternative A (Mr. 
Whalley’s original proposals in Bull. vol. 30: 61-62) or for Alternative B (the 
proposals in Bull, vol 31: 173 on the lines of Dr. Nye’s suggestion). At the close 
of the Voting Period on 10 May 1976 the state of the voting was as follows: 

For Alternative A - five (5) received in the following order: 

Melville, Vokes, Corliss, Rohdendorf, Heppell 

For Alternative B - twelve (12) received in the following order: Holthuis, 
Mayr, Lemche, Mroczkowski, Eisenmann, Sabrosky, Willink, Tortonese, Habe, 
Bernardi, Nye, Bayer 

Abstention: Dupuis 

Late votes for Alternative B: Alvarado, Ride, Brinck, Kraus 

Leave of Absence: Binder 

Voting Papers not returned: Erben, Simpson, Starobogatov. 

The following comments were sent in by members of the Commission 
with their voting papers: 

Heppell: There are a number of unsatisfactory aspects to both 
alternatives of this case. In (A) we are asked to place the specific name scitaria 
on the Official List although nowhere does this name occur in the discussion, 
reference to Whalley’s 1964 type-designation being necessary to elucidate the 
fact that it is a senior synonym of lineola. In (B) we are asked to place Daristane 
and tibiaria on the Official Lists alongside Striglina and its ‘type-species’ 
(presumably scitaria, not lineola, is intended) even though the application 
shows the two genera to be subjectively congeneric. The main purpose of the 
application is to conserve the name Striglina and it is unfortunate that, as the 
Code stands, placement of this name on the Official List does not give it 
automatic precedence over Daristane. In the face of the unsatisfactory 
alternatives I can only vote against (B) and, consequently, for (A). In principle, 
however, I endorse Nye’s comments on the treatment of such cases as this. 

Dupuis: Je vote contre (A) et contre (B) car Striglina n’est pas assez 
‘widely known’ pour qu’on enfreigne en sa faveur la regie de priorite. Je 
rappelle qu’en anglais comme en frangais il n’y a pas deux alternatives, mais 
les deux termes d’une alternative. 

Bayer: This voting paper makes a vote for one or other alternative 
mandatory, and provides no opportunity for a negative vote. 

Kraus: For reasons of principle I vote for Alternative B as this case 
also involves taxonomic questions, and Alternative B seems to be in better 
harmony with taxonomic freedom. 

ORIGINAL REFERENCES 

The following are the original references for the names placed on Official 
Lists by the Ruling given in the present Opinion: 

Daristane Walker, 1859, J. linn. Soc. London vol. 3: 193 
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scitaria, Drepanodes , Walker 1862, List of lepidopterous insects in the British 
Museum (Brit.Mus.) pt. 26: 1488. 

Striglina Guenee, 1877, Ann. Soc. ent. France vol. 7: 283 
tibiaria, Daristane, Walker, 1859, J. linn Soc. London vol. 3: 194. 

CERTIFICATE 

I certify that the votes cast on Voting Paper (76) 11 were cast as set out 
above, that the proposals contained in that voting paper have been duly adopted 
under the plenary powers and that the decision so taken, being the decision of 
the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, is truly recorded in 
the present Opinion No. 1075. 


R.V. MELVILLE 
Secretary 

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature 

London 
9 August 1976 


